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REPLY BRIEF PURSUANT TO 37 C.F.R. § 41.41 AND 
IN RESPONSE TO THE EXAMINER'S ANSWER MAILED MAY 3, 2007 

This Reply Brief is being filed pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 41.41 and in response 
to the Examiner's Answer mailed on May 3, 2007. Specifically, this Reply Brief 
addresses the Examiner's continuing misinterpretation of the Kim reference (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,181,029; hereafter "the Kim reference"), the Rosenberg reference (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,693,626; hereafter "the Rosenberg reference"), and the pending claims. 
However, in the interest of brevity, Appellants address below only those issues or 
arguments raised by the Examiner's Answer that are particularly noteworthy. In view 
of Appellants' attempt to avoid repetition in this Reply, Appellants respectfully 
request that the Board consider Appellants' complete arguments set forth in the 
previously filed Appeal Brief. 
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The Examiner's Answer mailed on May 3, 2007 is essentially a repetition of 

the arguments presented by the Examiner in the Final Office Action mailed on 

October 3, 2006. However, by the Examiner's Answer, the Examiner appears to have 

provided the following supplemental argument in addition to those arguments 

previously set forth in the Final Office Action: 

Kim teaches an electronic keyboard template 10 
integrated with computer keyboard 20 that include LCD 
screen (70) which is designated for each of the function 
key (50) such that the user is able to define or 
reconfigure the function key using the with respect to a 
program selector (80) in order that the desired functions 
are performed (see col. 3, lines 22-67, col. 4, lines 1-29 
and Fig. 1 (50, 70, 80). 

Examiner's Answer, page 13 (emphasis added). 

In the Final Office Action, the Examiner rejected claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 
102 as being anticipated by the Kim reference. The argument set forth above is an 
apparent attempt to buttress the Examiner's position with respect to this rejection of 
claim 1 . However, Appellants respectfully assert that, by making the argument set 
forth above, the Examiner mischaracterized what is disclosed by the Kim reference. 
Indeed, the Kim reference never indicates that the keyboard template 10 is integrated 
with the computer keyboard 20. Quite the opposite, the Kim reference clearly 
indicates that the keyboard template 10 is separate from the keyboard 20. For 
example, the Kim reference states that in FIGS. 1 and 2, "[t]he template 10 is shown 
overlaid onto a computer keyboard 20 such as a keyboard used with a conventional 
Industry Standard Architecture (ISA) computer." Kim, col. 3, lines 24-29. First, this 
statement indicates that the template 10 is merely positioned on top of a keyboard 20. 
Merely overlaying an object onto another object does not make the two objects 
integral. For example, a sheet of paper does not become integral with a desk because 
it is overlaid onto the desk. Second, not only does this statement in the Kim reference 
clearly indicate that the template 10 and keyboard 20 are separate, it indicates that the 
keyboard 20 is a conventional keyboard. Appellants assert that one of ordinary skill 
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in the art would recognize that a conventional keyboard does not include a display 
that is configurable to display a plurality of icons. 

Further, by the argument set forth above from the Examiner' Answer, the 
Examiner appears to suggest that the program selector 80 of the Kim reference 
somehow cooperates with the keyboard 20 to reconfigure the function keys. 
Apparently, the Examiner believes that such cooperation would support the position 
that the keyboard 20 and template 10 are integrated. However, the Kim reference 
clearly states that the program selector 80 is used to select a desired software program 
to be used "in conjunction with the template 10." Kim, col. 3, lines 64-66. The Kim 
reference conspicuously excludes the keyboard 20 from this statement. In other 
words, the Kim reference makes no suggestion that the actual keyboard 20 is 
reconfigured via the program selector 80. Rather, the program selector 80 works in 
conjunction with the template 10 alone, which supports the Appellants position that 
the template 1 0 is separate from the keyboard 20. 

Regarding the other arguments presented by the Examiner in the Examiner's 
Answer, Appellants assert that these arguments have already been addressed in the 
previously filed Appeal Brief. Thus, Appellants reiterate the request that the Board 
consider Appellants' complete arguments set forth in the previously filed Appeal 
Brief. Indeed, Appellants maintain that the teachings of the Kim and Rosenberg 
references are deficient with respect to the currently pending claims. 

For each of the reasons set forth above and throughout the prosecution history, 
Appellants respectfully request that the Board overturn the Examiner's rejection of 
independent claims 1,6, 15, and 23 as well as the claims that depend therefrom. 
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Conclusion 

The foregoing are only reiterative or supplemental points regarding the 
reasons why the pending claims are allowable. Appellants rely upon all of the reasons 
advanced in the Appeal Brief, and respectfully request that the Board carefully review 
the claims in view of these arguments and indicate the allowability of the claimed 
subject matter. 
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